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THE GABRIELINO TONGVA TRIBAL COUNCIL OF THE 
GABRIELINO TONGVA NATION 

O-5-1 
This comment introduces comments that follow. The comment does not contain any substantive 
statements or questions about the Draft EIR or the analysis therein. Therefore, no further response is 
necessary. 
 
O-5-2 
The City acknowledges, and the Draft EIR does not dispute, the existence of living 
Gabrielino/Tongva peoples, and recognizes their independence and sovereignty.  
 
O-5-3 
This comment pertains to the definition of the word “conclusion” in the context of the Cultural 
Resources section (Section 4.6) of the Draft EIR. The cultural resource professionals who conducted 
the compliance work for the project concluded, based on their field work and the results of the 
records search, that there were no cultural resources on site. This conclusion contains the exception 
that buried, and hence unknown, sites may be present within the project site. However, there is no 
physical evidence of any archaeological resources within the project limits. 
 
O-5-4 
This comment concurs with the statement of the Draft EIR that buried unknown resources could be 
present in the project site. The City acknowledges the Tribal Council’s concurrence.  
 
O-5-5 
This comment is a statement of concern and a request that “all avenues [be] exhausted to ensure their 
[Native American burials] protection and avoidance.” Completion of a records search and a thorough 
pedestrian survey identified no evidence of archaeological resources, which represents the good faith 
attempt to identify these resources. Human remains and funerary objects, if found as a result of 
monitoring, would be handled consistent with Mitigation Measure 4.6.6. Briefly restated, this would 
involve notification of the Coroner, contact by the Coroner with the NAHC, designation of an MLD 
by the NAHC, and coordination with the MLD on the disposition of the materials. 
 
O-5-6 
The comment requests that ethnographic information about the Gabrielino/Tongva be given greater 
significance in the Final EIR. The City acknowledges, and the Draft EIR does not dispute, the 
existence of living Gabrielino/Tongva peoples, and recognizes their independence and sovereignty. 
 
O-5-7 
This comment recommends that a Native American monitoring component be included for ground-
disturbing activity. Although a Native American Monitor is not required, the City of Long Beach will 
have a Native American Monitor on site during ground-disturbing activity. This comment does not 
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contain any substantive statements or questions about the environmental analysis in the EIR, and no 
further response is necessary. 
 
O-5-8 
This comment requests that, if Native American monitors are used, the monitors be drawn from the 
specific group authoring the letter. The City’s customary practice is to obtain a list of tribal people 
from the NAHC and to use the list to identify the appropriate monitoring group. This comment does 
not contain any substantive statements or questions about the environmental analysis in the EIR, and 
no further response is necessary. 




